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Investigation of Math Problems and Scoring Procedure in
Curriculum-based Measurement: Toward the Introduction of
Standards in Japan

Takashi HosHikawa

(Received October 1, 2014)

This study investigated math problems and scoring procedure in Curriculum-Based Measurement (CBM), with

an aim toward introducing standards in Japan. In the United States, CBM is useful for monitoring the progression

of students’ learning within the Response to Intervention (RTI) movement. In the computation of CBM score,

the scoring procedure was to award points for each digit in the correct place and for identification of correct units

in the answer. The points were summed to give the total score. Two studies as part of this investigation were

conducted. In the first study, 44 university students were asked to answer difficult and easy math problems and the

basis of assessment was the total score. In the results, participants performed better on the easy problems, both in

terms of the total score and the subscore for correct digits. In the second study, 38 university students were asked

to solve two different types of problems that had the same difficulty, and they were assessed based on the total

score. Results indicate that there were no significant differences between the two types of problems. These results

are discussed with respect to the introduction of standards in Japan and the necessity of computer applications and

consultation services for CBM.
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I. MEEBm

1. RTI £ Zh%EX A% CBM
1) FEEEDRTE K 2 &M

7 AN FERE (LUFRED Tid, DAt & kIS
FRSRECE O R LAMThI, 2002 FEICHHREEICB
A7 Ly AICHET L REFMERS
(President’'s Commission on Excellence in Special
Education) O#EE [#H LW T84 L Z20%
%@tb@%%ﬁﬁ@@@lﬁﬁéh#ﬂm
Department of Education, 2002). % DFERH L ff'b%ﬁ
HiZid, OFRZ5HED *%@7% 80% L HIZ
DEIFHE P EFE L T ARWETTHL I L, @
XAV TAIZHDFESDVRHHREE DN 29D

FI) —EFICRENTWAE I E, EMiERsN
TW5h, ZOFREESOW L-EEE, #1511 #BfEX
DOMRIER L2 S, #E 2 KJeoET IV TIE

e PRI ETVARLD ANz S, #hiE 3 EE
DHLFELBBEHEDOTFELELTETEALL
W, Tholz B2 Tk, BEOETFLASTEDLD
Kl d 5 FTHELZITNUELR SR WET IV TH LD

LT, FHp e iaEs  OE L g ik v,
FHAOFE & PR TR T AT A %8+ 2
&ﬁh%éﬂfwé @i “u :ﬂiT@Lﬁﬁ

fans.
CORMEZRBROEE 2217 T, 2004 F12

D HDHNDEHF P (Individuals with Dlsabllltles
Education Acts) 2S2LE] &7z, ZDHIZ W 7
FEEEDREEEZRET A HEIC wfﬁﬁﬁf
b3 { RIEDYE 10T\ 72 (IDEIA, 2004). Z 1L,
MNZ & o THRA S /- Ak D)s, @%t%#*“@i%
LONEIPERPET L7202, MRS & IO
@EF@?4K7VNy>—®ﬁﬁ%z£&L&w
@FFFAT, MIRICED AANDT-E L DINEIZ

(203)
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L7 ARMHTE2ITNIR 62, EHESN
722l ThDH ZOBEER, INF TFEEEORE
Fike LCHES S (B2, T 1999) 12
26T, HHEOREAGIZEAEDINTERHAS
NTWTF At ALY —FFVEHEL, /AN
DI (Response to Intervention : LLF RTI) | ~& K
S Mt L2 R TEOTH A
(Grigorenko, 2009).

2) RTI

RTIIE, HICFHAEEDORELIT TR, HElL:
HHEUEDO—2 L LTED T 5N TS (Gilbert,
Compton, Fuchs, Fuchs, Bouton, Barquero, & Cho,
2013). RTIIFHEEEO D 5 WHEAEFIZIRS T, 4
TNV AT D% REEFEOHMEUHET LI L E
ol BHEREOT VAT AZEFTHRELTE:
(Kratochwill, Volpiansky, Clements, & Ball, 2007). Il

AT, PO TO 7T AL ) REZMRMEEZ L,

FREAFIIE SN D RN HEDRET 50 % ST~
07558 L CaAMNEACTRRHTHSZ EDHERHS
NTw5 (BlzIX, Torgensen, 2002). RTI DAFfEIZL,
ZRBIZE DV AT LATH L, FI2 3 B TOIIRAKGIH
FEAZ S, B 1T, BEOFMIIBNTL=/N—
PR AZ ) == T a7, 4 DFEORENE
S —ENDL, FITIIAAAL ML HFEL (KW

VA7 DL BEEGEL, F2RE~NLBIND. E2
& T PRI /N IV — T OFgE R 21}, ZFOHEHIR
MIEE=F —SND. 82 BICSE TRRA 2 I5E
MHREE LN o NZE I B DL. 83
J&TIE N T TORBREE L RMkICES L7 ERE s
N7-488 %303 % (Gilbert et al., 2013).

RTI CTi&, SNFTO—FEEBRD @ (high-stakes) P
TEYARXY FTERL, AADBED L) IZFTEML
FIFCW 2 DR { KGRI 2 LB D L. D7z
®, RTI TSR Z =7 — 2 7200F L CH
HwebshTwa, dEd (2006) 1%, #EHREOE=
F) 7k oT, OFELOFTIOMNZER, @
B (BOoRERHEME) TS AMEETFELHED
DF T X L OBINEE, OfFELEH T S L ToOF
B0 ORER, WIREARNRITH > 2B IO

TOHEBFOFIOHEAE, DA ) v Ma EIFTnb,

Fuchs, Mock, Morgan, and Young (2003) &, RTI D3
AR BEFZO—DI1E, A7) —= v 7 L EHIRLE=
Z) T DIZODEMNN AR AT LA ThHDB LR
NCWh, RTITEZNEL T, #EHRLEE=5 —
T5720127) F 2T 412D RE (Curriculum
Based Measurement : CBM, Deno, 1985) 23w 5 1

T&7 brETE, #FRRkkoxs=s) 7L LT,

DI - HIE - PR - B4 - Vaughn (2008) 12

L AZBIEEE T (MIM) 258 5 128 X 70\,

2. CBM & fah ?

B OF OB 2T 5 720121%, 2
NWFE CRIEN R ZHENL L 725 ) 7 A M OSHwH 1
TEID, BHRZONTA)F2TLETANENDLA
BEPLT LD L s DIEFEPDH S (Jenkins
& Pany, 1978; Shapiro & Derr, 1987). F 7z, #filinsld
HEOMPZFHMT 5 72D REOF T OIELFAL 2 E]
RIS TBY, EBOIREDF) L IBEOFETI O
O & OMICTRHEL D O, F 17 A N OKERD TR
EIZEPIN TRV EREHILTW S
(Salmon-Cox, 1981). #hiild F12IEAR AR BIEHIZHH S
Z DL, EOBOETEERZLUEDTEE 72 5.

1978 4F, EIFHHERITEKD 5 KFIZFEHEED
WFge & ZEE L, I 4 V¥ K58 B E N 78 i 5
(Institute for Research on Learning Disabilities) (2 I,
1983 4 F THEFEEDFHI (assessment & evaluation)
*ZEE L7 (P, 2000). ZOHT, I A VYRFE
® Staley L. Deno 181 % Huls & 3 B 058 7 )V — 71
CBM % Bi% L7-. CBMIZ, #iATld, &) —5—
Mo TV F NMGERSNHREOLES 1 FHFE %
LT, MhEZ TICHEESRAZHEOR B2
LhHETHL. Fo, BECIE, FEEELER
ED o5 S SNEHEIMED 2 5 TOIREZTT
%L, FHEOBFTE LWIEICEINEZ0RE
B HTETHS.

CBM & & <, RIRRRILEZ & HEIZH LIRS
MEET2 ETHETE S [N F A ] I2BIz 5
% (Deno, 1985). 2% ), #hlildHAliC2Y s
HOIFRNLTHEE LTCBM 2V, b LLFY
5O LAV AN TOMES P IEHEIEL e T
WX, B HRERANOFB AT DOFERH S L L
TELITHEEREZ LTI R bR\, N1 7 )ui
4 LTOCBM = ERICERT LI L I12L - T,
FEOOFT XDV TEINOBRENLEL DN EH
D EBEPHW T AWE L 2 b D2 ENTE L L)
F) 357238 5 (Deno, 1985; Deno & Fuchs,1987). CBM
1 ECERTE, EEEAEOFE OMN
KxE=y—F22LNTES. /2, ZNETO
WEZEH 5 CBM (X HLIZFADRESI 7217 T, WEH
72 E ORI R EFERE) 2R T 2 L ASFEREIIR S
T 72 (Marston, 1989; Deno, 1985).

3. CBMDOHDXA1)y k

CBM ZfEH# L5 LI2XoT, ROXD R
Jy MEZBN5. FILUICBM IZX o T, @4
TRHE & BERE OB X AIREORRF LT
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T&528, QLN VTS L OFESN %
EOHF L WIREFESRE SN & X EOIFEDOR)
BARBINRCTE 2 2 L, @FFEED RELGE
DIBFN L DIFEDOWRE 2 D ODREZ T LD
POFHIFEENTEZ L L, TH5DH.

DIZDWT, RETIEINEREDS {1EA v 7 v—
Ta yANOFNOFT, FEREE L @EHE L O
DHFEDENE CBM # HWCHIEE L T& 72, FOhf
720% L, BHHEE L AIREOMEERTLOT
& o 72 (#] 21X, Fuchs, Fuchs, & Fernstrom, 1993;
Fuchs, Roberts, Fuchs, & Bowers, 1996). Marston
(1988) 1%, EERHIDOZEALH & FFHEE ORFIZ DO
THE L7, ZoOf%, FHHRHELLT) VY —AL—
LATHZ LN ZIZ, EREORHEIL 2 fEOHEETHE
L2 EERL, 1l N\OBREREEDSHLHT-LELD
IH 10 AR EITRENZZ E 2SI L. L
7235TC, CBM #3252 &3 T& UL, $8E
DYFOENZ L LR RE Y22 CRElid 5 2 £ 25T
5.

@IZDWT, CBM X EBEE 2R S §lE O %%
WD REAEEOESIRLE E=F —F 52 L TE
L. EIREE= Y —F 52 N TENL, fRED
WP CAEY M ATEERIBIET A 2 &Rt B
BIETAZEINTEL, SH, == LT A~
DFFEDLCY (FEWE - B - FEH, 2009) 29EiS 1
WEOFBOP TIEREDH L IBED HOT, 3¢
TR TLRENL X)o7z, L, 23— H
VTS L OEFEDL) ZBATHIETELLFH
OFEE, YFL LT TIE R, FTLWAATED
B % SIS A BIZ CBM O X 9 7 5l 705 b A3
THIEELTE L L, ZOHEOREZ L ZHINIZ
IR HZENTEHLTHA).

@IZDWT, CBM D & 9 2 E&KBER R D ER T
UL, FREEORIRIZ & 0 RIS IREE OFEE OFI
WIHEHT 22 &R TE S, BHE, DAEIZBWTILHE
BN & BFEO G & e $ 2 EEDHIE TR\, £
COHMNL, MARERERIEELNTBY, HllT
@RI EHECTZOHW A ELE L THL. L
b HAMD CBM &\ ) BELVERN T 5 2 L5 TEN
2, FEOOFTEXOLRLVERED ZFEOTREE
(dual discrepancy) |2 & - CHREAELXFFT 52 &
MNCTESL. L7z >TCBM O _HEOFEHEIZL - T,
XFRIEAER X BIFGEO RO, F-iHEIC X
NI X AIRELZ RO LD M5 LN TX
5%.

4. bHPEIZH TS CBM DILEM

CBMIZZ DX % A1)y bBBHBHIZL Db 5T,

DOETIHIZE A ERNANENTI ol Tldhd
INFETHAPETIE, CBMAHFEEESNTI otz
DTH» )W, KETITHROFFIREZHO L 7%
National Curriculum Guideline 757 <, BEAREDTY
RO FENE BRIl pa T 720
(2, TEMEFIRENIGE L C& /2. —F, bDOETIE
FETREEHIE D SHERESRR S N, F UK
5T AT CTHEFEAER S, ZOFAEDNE % B
L7zt & g, HRFOHILTE OHITET A MR
WIRT A PR 2 2 & THIF SN T X 72, TR
7 A MR P IVITFEIZHITTRT A FRIIRT A M3
HLTh ), ZOHITLTEEGTRE A F)VOFHEIAT
b TE7. LaL, KEO CBM O #lAD L 5
B EE SHERSCREE (B 2 X8RI X 215E)
DHEERRZ T 572012013, Hx Il & O-l7%:ET
fliCid7e < CBM @ X 9 &M 7% SRR R E DS U
Thb.

HOETIE, DT HIEHR (2006) 7% CBM OFEHE
IbLRATELZTTHLH. EHWIT, BETIIFE?
EFECTIIHE Z HWT, HIC 1 EoREAGEDMERIR
WrEE=Y— L7 TORR, BROELHT LD
IZEENGZLEZRTIENTE, EHBREEE=
5 —F 57200 ELE L THHATHLZ L EZRELT.
L2oL, EROEKORSFEL, WEFRET S
ELHY, MEOEEBOATIHliZIT>T&7. H
121 EOEIETOFHITHhIUL, MEOEEKTLT
IZHESIRIR A TR C & 525, RTI O X ) (¥R DF
ZAINEBOHE ) D EERET 57201201, HICX
BAEBRRI A HIRT 572012, S 5ICHOMA L E
2k L TS OB RSB OREPLETH 5.

—75, KEOEEO CBM 1, HIZIEEEZ T TR
CHERE L TOBEZDHES T2 LT ED T 0
Y ZADOHTHIE & BFEDRE > TWzaIzi, Fh
RA Y INPE 2605, KIZETIE, FEROH7-M
HZ SHICHE L, KETHWSNRTWARE LS
BRHT 57D a2 95 2 L2 HIY E L7z,

PUFIZKETHW S LTS CBM OB % 777
EZIE, 11x91=1001 TH Y, LLTFOFITITFRET
HAH. LarL, HEOBEHRT, HrpLEmHhBELWE
25 () TlEFhzR A v e LTIET AL
LIRTEL, Lz T, ZOMERIEE L& 212
E, & T8RA L MNE2FAIENTES. DT
BIEBETH D25 b od, 5RA Y b eBb 2
EAYTE A (Tindal & Marston, 1990).

11
X91

1l «—2FAh
19 *+—1HAf2 b
1911 €2 /KA > |
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5. AMRDOER

IR & 912, DAET O @H OFROF TR
== XD D RHEEFENSW 2 5T, 4%, KEO X
I % RTIET NV & bAEOEDOEE v AT L IZH
DANTW ZEPRETHL. LarL, TOBIZE
7 T2 TE LT, CBM D X ) IZEEAE S 12 H
W5 ENTEREAFOESIRNZE=7) V7T
E LBV ETH L. I TRIFFFETI, b
HYET CBM ZHE#ALd % 72012, EEoREOME
ERETHWONTWDLRA ¥ ML AHETEOR
B OWTHET A2 &2 HgE L7z

I. &1

1. B&

e 1 CTl&, 5O CBM % bSE CIE# L3 5 72
DI, CBM OFFHEAHE L T A2 ZERZERL, M
FEOENZ L B EREHE T /2012, FEIK (2006)
AWERR L 72/ NFHE 6 4R D 7T O FHERIED F A 5
KE D CBM OFFEIZ X o T—FHE L WEE —FR
SLWVHEZEEY, TOMIEDDDLHE D) hIIon
THETAZEZHE LT,

2. Bk
1) #Hi&E

BEEREL, WERICI ) D% b 7o KA & R
Aa4 N QOEND 49K FE T, FIHER 2745 - K
"33 N, BHE11AN) THote
2) HEORE

REFZECIE, S (2006) 2STERK L 72/NFAK 6 4F
HEOMEE Az, EYUT 6 FEAEDOREE T 512
BH72oT, HED 60% NS LFEFED 6 FA DM L
=0, FRDETEOME (F74E S L OfEY 3 4F
S 5SEAEFTT, 10%, 10%, 20%, 7F40%) 12
BB &) IVERR L7z, SEEFAEOREZ 60% AT
WAHDIE, BEAEOFEPHEITT HIZONTIEET
X DMENEE Z, AR TICIE, BEHE LAY
DT T INREDLZEREZ TN TH-7 FERIL
7T ODME R Z OB IO TR L7228, RIHER
WCHEDEDEND B B EHE S 2. 22T, EiRE
I C% CRESISET OB E BT > T 550
bARA VM L TR T 285 EE VT 720/
AR L7z, 2o, KREORA ¥ MEEHET
—HFEEOECEE (BF78 1 Tld No.1) & —&H5 A
OIERVEIE (22 1 TlE No.2) %&EIR L THETd %
ZrlZL7 B, Nol OMEKIT 72/, KA > b
MHUX 563 TH Y, No.2 ORERUE 72 [, KA~ b
WL 515 THh o7z,

3) Fe

No.l & No.2 DX, A4 RO 1 =12 18
M oFF 72 R 2 A3 IHARICHRENRIC 1 AU £ &
F5 L ICHIRIL 72, $ZEORT LRI RIRE % B
BREICHAT L, 1 HHORMEL 30 TTE 572173
CHBEZTIHEET 5 L8R L7, 8L WIS
DOWTIIRITL TOWb W EHUR L7z, Ehifk, 5
SEOEREDORIZ, 2MHOMETY 3 0HTTE5
P E L MR TICHE T 5 L) 18R L 72,

No.l & No.2 ODFEDNEFE L, HENDNEE D FZE
WO T 20T, PEOFEAITIE No.d DORED S
) OF550 No.2 ORED HFEME L, 2 81 H o
TENZENOREE AN 7.

PEOMFIE, FEROR G-I E L KRE O FHht
IZHD LRV OB X A o0ERiEE W
72, FEWOHETIE, RIS & > TRHI L
72. KEO CBM O HETIE, WEETIESL TV
TOEBHORIHEOWEGIT L BFHE > T, R4
Y IDGz b BROREEECTIES LGS
T, BROFHELZLTWAEIDERLZLT, KI v
FEREEHL BEHICIE, Zo0F A METRICR
BB AR L7 MR A RO L, BRSO Z LT
BICERE S 72, Bk, MERAEZ R, $58
FRRBDICREL T A hEF oy 7 L, o THA
L7z A, BRI b L) ICEEDRSE L
LBL7.

4) FHEAE

CBM DRI IR D TFhe & & v 7.

OIEEH DR

@QEFOFEDOFRA » P OHATFA v MEE

@A ¥ MEFUZ X 2 HERE N O =D OREDH
FIRI LR

B

36
34
32
30
2

3

n 24

2 22
20

o
o

No.1 No.2
K 1. IEAHIZX 5 No.l & No.2 DRFED &
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OFRA ¥ MBI X 2FRNEF I X 5 5E W

3. @R

1) FIEOEEHIC & 3 s
FEIRDONTIEEBIC X A ORER L LT, RE
TEo¥E 1 i FEEL, X 1I1ZR L7 No.l

& No.2 DFEDENIZOWT, tIREZITo728 25,

No.1 DREIZHAT No.2 DREDIEEHAEEIZE
o7z (¢ (43) =9.61, p<0.001).
2) KA 2 MEBIC K B HE
KEROFRA ¥ P OFEMIC X 5 No.l & No.2
OFEFRIL, K21ZR L7z K212RT X912, Nol
DREIZHART No.2 DRED R A ¥ MK HEIZ
B o7z (t(43) =5.73, p<0.001).
3) DFROIERMOIRE
AR DIERMEIZDWT, No.l & No.2 ZNZENDf]
DB E KA ¥ MBI O WTRE L EEL KD
2 Zh, WEFNRLAETIE R, ERMIEENTE
otz KA Y MR X B ERSAIZOWTIE,
BI3IRd#H)Thb.
4) No.l1 & No.2 DRA > MEFEOEAARNDIERE
BEBRE X, 55 OREEZ A T No.1 DIHE L No.2
DOMEZFER L7z, L72h> T, WEOHBREE K
DD EIZE ST, CBM AMEAN DS % L L C
WL EDOEBLEEFEIMTELIEN R, £ T,
No.1 & No.2 DR A ¥ MEEOE AN DM % k72
&2 A, HBREL r =0.715 (¢ (42) =6.62, p<0.001)
T, HEIZEDP>72. =B, No.l & No.2 DRFEIZL

THRA Y MEBOBAIL, 418 TE) THbD.

5) FREDHEEIRRFIC L 58
FERTIHT T BT, RN REE 28 H I

&
200 - -
180 -
3 160 4 —‘7
% 140 -
% 120 4 l 1
7= 100 -
£ 80 -
{ 60 -
8 40 -
20 -
0 . .

No.1 No.2
K2 KA MEHIZEA Nol & No2 D
ME D

o =2 N W b 0 O N o

mNo.1
ONo.2
& \90 :\00 O PSP S &Q(ﬂg
ko) O_)\ '\/ \/ '\/ \/ '\/ \/ '\/ \/ \/ '\/ Q'\ \\
SN NN AR N N I O I N ¢
- o - A~ "
3. Nol & No2 DAL ¥ MEHUZ X 2 B i

300 J
250 + *
200 .

. N

Elm ’1‘

2
R

50

0

0 50 100 150 200 250 300

No.1
4. No.l & No2 DFEA ¥ MEFIZ X 58X

1&

220 -

200 -
3 180 4 T
7 160 -
; |
[z 140 A
T 120 - '
R 100 - -
T 80
-
L 60 -
B 40

20 -

0 . .

1B H 2[a1H

K5 1[MEE2HHOMEOIRIEIZL S
KAV MREDEN
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FENCIEIC X o TRA ¥ MREIZEDRDH H 2 DR
|E N/, FZTNo.l & No2 ORFEZET, 11
HIZAT o 72 E 2 M H AT 2fE E TRA VMR
BrtlozboxXs5I1RT. MEOIEFICL > T
Wi L7z22A, 1HELN S 20 BOLIMGHIA
BIZE W EAURENT: (¢ (43) = 5.73, p<0.001).

4. ER
KIFFEDMERD S, BA ¥ MEEIZ L o THE LW RY

HEGLWHEE LGHELZ2b oz L7z & =12,

M 1ISRT LD ICFEHICBWTY, F7284 2 Ma
BIZBWT D No.l ([ZHART No.2 OREDE =215
BBV EAURENT. DT LiF, UEEFEEDR
B SENCL, B EZTFEFEODLDIZT L E V) L—
VAR TS, FEOHSENRZ% > TL T ) etk
NHHLIEZRTIDTHAL. L7za>7T, MEDHE
DR ZFAH R D20, KLY MEEIEIDIV D
DIZRET HLEDNDH L. No.l DRIFEE No.2 DHE
I L 728 12, No.l OREII R D Ad fiL 1L
DI8HIDRA ¥ NS 144, RO 18 HDORA >~ M
75 148 EHEOHFFZ R A ~ b OEWHER W Tn»
72DIZxF LT, No.2 ORFEIIHEAD 18 [HDARA >~k
110, KD I18FIDFRA > FHY 142 KA~ b ThHo
72285, No2 DEFEDSHHLY) MARLT 0o 72
CHEMI S NS,

F72 K3 ITRT LA, BA ¥ MEFUC & AR
DANEZIER AN S NG o722 s, B
LTCWaEEZ LN, N—t & A IVIEMIZ L > TH
BE AN A ELIRT 22 LA CEn2 L
NH, BEME L OLEZOND. 612, AN

32 ~

30 A
28 A
26 A

3 24 - J- -l
o 22 1
B 20 -
IS 18 -
ﬁ 16 -
E 14 -
12 -
# 10 A
8-
6-
4-
2-
0 T 1
No.1 No.2
X6 IEZHIZX % No.l & No.2 DHFED
(72 2)

No.l & No.2 DRJEICBIT2HEbEE TH o722 &
M, KETORAS ¥ MEEIZ X AR AT FIEIENE:
Nd D EHW§THIENTED.

S5, KWL TTFEINZ > 7-01%, FoRIEIC
Lo THEDRA ¥ MUICERRZEZNH 722 L Th
L. WEEREL, ARWFZETHIO T CBM OREIZE 2 7.
L7257, 1 RHEHDE EIZIFER TR/
ON, 2WBEICRLEENRTELZEIZEST, 20
HEENHIZEEZZOND.

M. w2

1. BB

72 1 OFEEP S, KA ¥ MEEUZ X BEVsEES
FErRLTWALIENEZ SN Z 2 THfZE2 T,
MEORA » MR CIC Lz &1, #EREOfE
BLEBBRRA v MEBIZEN D089 D
WTHENT A2 2 L7z AARUTHER L 72 18 o
MEOF 4B %, A3RUSHEEIRICT 72 & L1
WCIRE B X2l LT, Al d A4l
I B0 DRA 2 MEEDFI 2% 5 L) IZRE L
7o RERE LT, KAV MEEAEZA 2562 81285
T, BEHOZEIR SN2 WTHA ) L TR

2. Bk
1) #5RE
BelbRE X, Wi 1 LA URSeAE & BSR4 38 A
(31 A7 N) THot-.
2) BHORE
RA Y MEEDFE U35 L) IZRE L2 DD

220 -ﬂﬂ

200 - 'T
3 180 - -T
v

51 160 A
Iz i
& 140
= 120 A
i~
4 100 A
ﬁ 80 |
0 60 -
40 -
20 A
0 T \

No.1 No.2
B 7. KAV MEHIZE % No.l & No.2 DRFED E N
(e 2)
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x H\w/z Nol OEIZZNZI 18 (A4 /1
) ORA Y NEEAHS 132, 143, 131, 132 DE 538
Tholz. —7F, No2 ORJEIL, FhEh 18 DR
A v MEEAS, 137, 140, 129, 133 DFFS539 TH o
7z,
3) Fez

Fhi&E, We1 LU THho7z FHliG b IFIE
1EFELTHY, FRIEFICE DEWNIZOWT OGS
THZ &L

3. BR
1) FIREDEZEHUC L 3 thER
IEAEC L AREO R E LT, MEOFIIEES
L EEEFEEL M6IIRTH) THL. tHREE
fTo 2458, MEOMIIIHEELREVIIREN Lo
7= (¢ (37) =0.58, ns).
2) KA 2 MEEIC L B EEE;
KERORA > MREIZ X B2 X 5 Nol &
No.2 DfERIE, 7R T#H) THho72. K7ITR
T X912, No.l DREL No.2 OREIZITEE 2T
Zeiro 7z (¢ (37) =1.65, p>0.10).

8 -
74

6 -

57 mNo.1
4 | ONo.2
3

2,

1

0

O N L QO O O
%%\9 NS /\’\ /\’1' N ¢
» NN N NN N NN NN SN S
R R N LA 4

8. Nol & No2 DA > MEHIZ X 2 EH A

(W9t 2)
350
300
250
~ 200
o
Z 150
100 o ¢
50 *
0
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
No.1
9. No.l & No.2 DFEA ¥ MEFIZ X 58X
(WF7E 2)

3) AOIERMEOSE

SAFDEIRVEIZOWT, BfFE2 T3 No.l & No.2
FNENOMEDOEEBE RA ¥ MEBIZOWTRE
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